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ada,’”’ 1690, printed in the ‘‘ Collections of 
- . 2 z 2 the Massachusetts Historical Society,” Ist 
THE DOMINION OF CANADA. series, 13 : 255-60. 
: ‘ ” *On the Louisburg campaign of 1745, see 
s early s me s “New Fran ’ a “¢ ssaa ame ‘ 
a i saniy settlement, a2“ New Fras * : Parsons’s “ Life of Sir William Pepperrell.’’ 
rhis has nowhere been more satisfactorily *Also the ‘* Journal at the siege of Louisburg,”’ 
treated than in three of Parkman’s volumes, by General Roger Wolcott, printed in the 
(in his series, “ France and England in North ‘“Collections of the Connecticut Historical 
America”), — (1) ‘‘ Pioneers of France in the Society,”’ v. T. 
new world ;”’ (2) ‘The old régime in Can- *Also Durrell’s ‘‘Account of the taking of Cape 


98 


ada ;’’ (3) Count Frontenac, and New France Breton,” 1745. 
under Louis XIV.” [Note. — The word Canada, at this time, as for many 


*The contemporary and other early sources of years after, covered what is now included in the two 
s : provinces of Quebec and Ontario. Nova Scotia was 


information ate to be found is Cartier S constituted a province in 1621, and again in 1713, on 
‘Discovery of New France,” 1534, (reprinted bring re-ceded from France. New Brunswick was 
in Pinkerton's ‘* Voyages,’’ v.12); also Baron made a separate province in 1784]. 

La Hontan’s “Travels in Canada,”’ 1683, For the campaigns of the ‘‘ Seven years’ war,’’ 
(reprinted in Pinkerton’s ‘“ Voyages,” 1756-63, see Withrow’s ‘‘ History of Can- 
v. 13); Also, Charlevoix’s ‘‘ History and ada,” ch. 15. ” 
general description of New France,” 1720- Also the interesting work of the Viscount 
23, edited, with notes, by J. G. Shea. Bury, entitled ‘‘ The exodus of the western 


*The missions of the Jesuits are well described nations,’’ 2; 221-300. . oa 5s 
in Dablon's ‘* Relation de ce que s'est passé There is a ‘* Life of General Wolfe,”’ in Gleig’s 


aux missions des Péres de la Compagnie de ‘* Lives of the most eminent British military 


Jésus en La Nouvelle France, 1672, 1673.”’ commanders,” v. 2. y 
*The French period in general is well summar- *Also the address by L. Sabine, before the 


ized, in Lescarbot’s ‘t Histoire de Nouvelle New England Historic Genealogical So- 
France ;’’ Faillon’s ‘‘ Histoire de la colonie ciety, Sept. 13, 1859, on the Tooth anni- 
francaise en Canada,’’ 1598-1675; and in versary of General Wolfe’s death. See also 
Dussieux’s ‘ La Canada sous la domination the “‘ Reminiscences of Quebec,” (“* by an old 
frangaise.”’ inhabitant’), published at Quebec, in 1858. 

*[ Note.—The curious letter attributed to Mintek. 


B. The contest of Franceand England in Canada. dated Aug. 24, 1759, is printed, (together with an ex- 
amination of the question of its authenticity, in the 


[1689-1763]. - Proceedings of the Massachusetts Historical 


The nature of the struggle, and the issues in- Society,” 1869-70, p. 116-25. The opinion is ex- 
pressed by the writer of the letter, that in not ‘ "more 


sane uM, Gre cageeey considered nm than ten years after the conquest of Canada,”’ the 
u e late ie sreen s istory of the Eng- colonies will detach themselves from England]. 
lish people,’’ 4 : 194-200, ; This result was however seen by others to be 
See also the recent volume, ‘‘ The expansion probable or even inevitable. See the remark 
of England,” p. 128-40, by John Robert of the Duc de Choiseul, quoted by Bancroft 
Seeley. (‘‘ History of the United States,’’ ed. 1883. 
(Note. — *The four successive wars of this period were 2: 562). The capture of Quebec in 1759 


those of (1) ** Tk 1 alliance,’’ 168 “ 2 cis , 
i be Brean Sennen,” 1ty-or ss) ee was decisive as to the future Occupation of 


Spanish succession,’ 1702-13; (3) ° The Austrian 
succession,”’ 1744-48 ; (4)‘* "he seven years’ war,” North America by the English. 


1756-63. These four wars were also sometimes famil- *| Note.—The full text of the treaty of Paris, Feb. 10, 
iarly known on. 1 this side of the Atlantic, as | 1) ** King 1763, by which the results of the war were rendered 
William’s war ;”’ (2) * Queen Anne’s war ;”’ (3) “* King permanent, is found in the ‘ Recueil des traitez de 


George’s war;’’ and (4)** The old French war,” paix ’’]. 


respectively]. s 
*For contemporary accounts of the earliest of C. Canada since 1763. 


these wars, see Major Thomas Savage’s The twelve years intervening between 1763 
‘*Account of the expedition against Can- and 1775 were not sufficient to bring the 
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newly-acquired Canadian citizens of Great 
Britain into so close sympathy with the 
thirteen colonies to the south of them as 
to lead them to unite their fortunes in the 
revolution of 1775-83. 

*[ Note.—Various motions were debated in the Conti- 
nental Congress, with a view to securing the coépera- 
tion of Canada, See the ‘Journals of Congress,”’ 
1774-76. The ** Letter to the inhabitants of the 
province of Quebec’? was published separately as a 
pamphlet, in 1774]. 

The very slight change in the constitution of 
society of the lower portion of Canada (now 
Quebec), is to be traced to the operation of 
‘* The Quebec act,’’ passed in 1774. 

[Note.—By this act, the early French laws, in relation 
to land, etc., were indefinitely pe rpetuated]. 

In 1791 the two provinces, ‘“‘ Upper Canada’ 
and ‘‘ Lower Canada,’’ were created by 
Parliament, each with a constitution and an 
elective legislature. 

[Note.—The constitutional development of Canada 
possesses a peculiar interest for American students, 

varying in some important modifications from the 
corresponding conditions in England and the United 
States. A very suggestive outline of it will - 
found in ‘*Colonies and dependencies,” by J. 
Cotton and E. J. Payne, p. 142-46, 112-13. 

In 1867 ‘‘the British North American act’’ 
was passed. This act, creating the ‘* Do- 
minion of Canada,’’ provided for the 
ultimate incorporation into it of all portions 
of British North America. 

[The ‘* Dominion of Canada” comprises at present (t) 
the provinces of Quebec and Ontario ; (2) the province 
of Nova Scotia; (3) the province of New Brunswick, 
(all four of which were included in its original 
institution in 1867); (4) the province of Manitoba, 
1870; 45) the province of British Columbia, 1871; 
(6) the province of Prince Edward Island, 1873; (7) 
the district of Keewatin, 1876. ‘The island of New- 
foundland, and the regions north of the provinces 
named above, extending to the Arctic Ocean, com- 
prise the unorganized portion of what is known as 
Canada]. 

Various discussions of interest have appeared 
within recent years bearing upon the question 
of the future of the Dominion. 


The prospect of imperial federation will be 
found discussed in an article by Lord 
Blachford, on ‘‘ The integrity of the British 
empire,” in the Nineteenth Century, Oct., 
1879, 5 : 564. 

[Lord Blavhtord was under-secretary of state for the 
colonies from 1860 to 1871. His conclusion is that 
the dominion is less likely to reach this position than 
to become independent]. 

See also Mr. Seeley’s ‘‘ The expansion of 
England,” p. 151-60. 

Also Sir John Lubbock’s article,.‘‘ On the 
imperial policy of Great Britain,” MVéze- 
teenth Century, Jan. 1877, I : 37 

Also that by Sir Julius Vogel, 
Century, May, 1877, I : 809. 

In this year also Mr. Goldwin Smith pub- 
lished in the Fortnightly Review (April, 
1877), 27 : 431, a noteworthy article on 
‘* The political destiny of Canada.’’ 

[Note.—This article has been reprinted (1) in the 
Canadian Monthly, 11 : 596; (2) in the Eclectic 
Magazine, 89:1; 3 (3) in the Popular Sei nce Monthly 
Supplement, 1: r ; (4) in the volume entitled ‘Inter- 
national politics’ (1878), edited by E. L. Burlingame, 
Pp. 155-204; (5) and also separately as a pamphlet]. 


Nineteenth 





under the 
destiny of 
Nineteenth 


A reply by Sir Francis Hincks, 
same title, (‘* The _ political 
Canada’’), is printed in the 
Century, June, 1878, 3 : 1074. 

[Note.—This article is also reprinted i in the Canadian 
Monthly, 12 : 56; and in the Popular Science 
Monthly Supplement, 3 3 223-30). 

The results of the policy of confederation 
(comprising the seven Canadian provinces), 
for the thirteen years, 1867-80, are reviewed 
in the article on ‘‘ Confederation in Canada,” 
by Mr. F. G. Mather, Atlantic Monthly, 
July, 1880, 46: 56-67. In the next year 
(Aug., 1881), Mr. Mather examined the 
question of ‘‘ Obstacles to Annexation,’’ 
2 American Review, Aug., 1881, 133: 

3-66. 

[ ven —The Canadian Monthly during the past twenty 
years, besides re-printing discussions of this subject, 
elsewhere published, has contained some very note- 
worthy original contributions to the discussion]. 

*The question of commercial relations between 
Canada and the United States has always 
been one of interest and importance. See 
the special report published by the United 
States government, in 1853,—-‘*‘ Report on 
the trade and~commerce of the British 
North American colonies and upon the 
trade of the great lakes,’’ by I. D. Andrews. 


Also that of 1871, (under nearly the same 
title), by J. N. Larned. 

For recent statistics of the commerce of Can- 
ada, see the ‘‘ American almanac,” 


1884, p. 
114. 

The Rt. Hon. Robert Lowe, (now Viscount 
Sherbrooke), touched upon the changed re- 
lations of Great Britain with this country 
since 1783 in the Fortnightly Review. Oct., 
1878, 30: 457. 

it is also considered in 74e Nation, April 17, 
1879, 28 : 271-72. 

Also by Sir Francis Hincks, in his article on 
“The relations of Canada with the United 
States,’’ in the North American Review, 
April, 1880, 130: 338-55. 

Mr. Goldwin Smith, once more, in the Vorth 
American Review, July, 1881, 131 : 14-25, 
considers the relations of ‘‘ Canada and the 
United States.” 

[‘* Commercial intercourse,’ says Mr. Smith, ‘‘ has soft- 
ened the sharpness of the border-line’’]. 

The subject is also considered in an article by 
P. Bender, entitled ‘*A Canadian view of 
annexation,’”’ in the North American Review, 
April, 1883, 136 : 326-36. Also by the same 
author in the Morth American Review, July, 
1884, 138 : 42-50. 

There is an article on ‘‘ Home rule in Can- 
ada,” in the Contemporary Review, Dec., 
1883, 44 : 701. 

[No¢e.—For descriptions of Canada, as it exists at pres- 
ent, see the volumes, ‘* Ocean to ocean,” by G. M. 
Grant; ‘* The Canadian dominion,” by heries 
Marshall; ‘* From Newfoundland to Manitoba,” 

W. F. Rae; and an interesting series of articles, with 
numerous illustrations, by G. M. Grant, published in 
Scribner's Magazine, May, June, July, and Aug., 
1880; 20 : 80-95, 241-56, 433-49, 553-68. Interesting 
and convenient information will also be found in the 


sections on Canada, comprised in various guide-books, 
such as ** Osgood’s Handbooks,” etc, ]. 
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99 
ADMINISTRATIONS OF 
AND FILLMORE. 
1849- 53. 


[NMote.—This list is No, 11, in the series on the United 
States history since 17 789, begun in the number for 
April, 1883]. 


Official records and contemporary documents. 

*The messages and state papers are to be 
found in the Congressional Globe, 1849- 
53. 

*Benton’s ‘‘Abridgment of debates,’’ v. 16. 

*In Wiiliams’s ‘* Statesman’s manual,’ 
1861-1886*, 1927*—1928*. 


TAYLOR 


B. General accounts, 


Bryant and Gay’s ‘* Popular history of the 


United States,’’ 4 : 387-409. 
Benton’s “ Thirty years’ view’’ gives its clos- 
ing chapter, (2 : 737-88), to Taylor’s short 
administration, closing in 1850 

See also Ben Perley Poore’s article, (‘* Rem- 
iniscences of Washington’’), in the 4 d/andic 
Monthly, Feb. and April, 1881, 47 : 234-50, 
538-47, on ‘*The Taylor administration’ 
and *‘ The Fillmore administration.”’ 

C. Biographies of Taylor. 

*There is a brief ‘‘ campaign life’’ of him by 
Ben Perley Poore ; and alsoa brief memoir, 
in C. E. Lester’s ‘‘ Gallery of illustrious 
Americans,’’ (1850). See also the volume 
entitled ‘‘ Taylor and his generals.” For 


” 


titles of other biographical and personal | 
Athenzeum cata- | 
See also anarticle by Louis | 


sketches, see the Boston 
logue, 5 : 2926. 
Gaylord Clark, in Harper's Magazine, Aug., 
1850, I : 298-303. 

[Note.—On the circumstances of General Taylor’s nom- 
ination in 1848, see an article by J. D. Whelpley, in 
the American Whig Review, July, 1848, 8 : 1-8]. 

D. Biographies of Fillmore. 

See the sketch by C. E. Lester, in his ‘‘ Gal- 
lery of illustrious Americans.” 

See also an article on “ Millard Fillmore, 
(with portrait), by G. W. Hosmer, in the 
New England Historical and Genealogical 
Register, Jan., 1877, 31 : 1-16. 


E. Biographies of the contemporaries of Taylor 
and Fillmore. 

These four years (1849-53) witnessed the death 
of the three foremost American statesmen, 
Webster, Calhoun, and Clay. Calhoun died 
March 31, 1850; wired June 29, 1852; and 
Webster, Oct. 24, 1852. Another eminent 
public officer, pth Levi Woodbury, died 
Sept. 3, 1851. President Taylor himself 
died July 9, 1850. On Mr. Calhoun, see 
the volume by H. von Holst, (‘*‘ American 
statesmen series’’). 

On Mr. Clay, see his ‘‘ Life and speeches ;’’ 
also a volume by Carl Schurz, now in prep 
aration, (‘‘ American statesmen series’). 

On Mr. Webster, see Curtis’s ‘* Life of Web- 
ster;” and Lodge’s “ Daniel 


” 








Webster,” 
{ 


(‘“ American statesmen series”). See also 
other references cited in the MONTHLY 
REFERENCE Lists, Oct., 1882, 2 : 35-37. 

On Mr. Woodbury, (who would probably 
have received the Democratic nomination 
for the presidency in 1852, had he lived), 
see the “ Writings of Levi Woodbury” 1 : 
Vii.—xi. 

Edward Everett was Secretary of State dur- 
ing a part of this period. See the account 
by R. C. Winthrop, and others, 1865. The 
attorney-general during this administration 
was John J. Crittenden. See his ‘‘ Life,” by 
Mrs. C. Coleman. Sketches of members of 
the Senate will be found in Baker’s ‘‘ Wil- 
liam H. Seward ;’’ Hamilton’s*‘,Robert Ran- 
toul ;’’ Warden’s ‘* Salmon P. Chase ;” Shea- 
han’s ‘‘ Stephen A. Douglas ;” and Upham’s 
‘John C. Frémont.” Sketches of members 
ot the House will be found in the ‘‘ Life of 
Horace Mann,” by his wife ; and in Wheel- 
er’s chapter on =a C. Winthrop, (‘* His- 
tory of Congress,” I : 376-424). 

[Vote.—As the later See ations are reached, the 
political biographies which have as yet made their 

appearance, and which are deserving of serious atten- 
tion, become exceedingly rare}. 


F. Political history. 

See chapter 17, in Johnston’s 
American politics.”’ 

See also the less satisfactory chapters in Will- 
iams’s “Statesman’s manual,” 2 : 1887*- 
Ig15*, and Young’s ** American statesman,” 
chs. 70-73. Dr. H. von Holst’s “ Consti- 
tutional history of the United States,” (3 : 
402-597), touches upon some of the impor- 
tant tendencies of these years. 


The Democratic party. 

Van Buren’s ‘‘ History of political parties in 
the United States,’’ touches upon this period 
in only the most indirect manner. 

[Vote.—At the election of 1848, the Democratic party 
found itself divided into two sections—‘* Conserva- 
tives” and “ Free-soil men’? See Johnston's * His- 
tory of American politics,” p. 148. Also the arti- 
cle, in Lalor’s ** Cyclopzdia of political science,” 
1: 778-79]. 

The Whig party. 

See Ormsby’s ‘*‘ History of the Whig 
ch. 29. 

[Note.—The Whig success, at this presidential election 
(1848), was the beginning of a disintegrating ten- 


dency in the party. The source of disagreement 
was chiefly in the policy as to the slavery legislation]. 


The ‘‘ fugitive slave law’ was passed Aug. 
23, 1850. Mr. Clay introduced at this pe- 
riod the measure known as the ‘‘ Com- 
promise of 1850. See Benton’s ‘* De- 
bates,’’ 16: 386-96, 399-437 

[Vote .—Comp ire this legislation ithe the provisic ons as 
to slavery, in the ‘* Ordinance of 1787,”’ the ** Mis- 
souri compromise of 1820," and the proposed ‘‘ Wil- 
mot proviso,”’ of 1846-47. See Johnston’s ‘* History 
of American politics,’’ p. 153, 146, 86-88, 57]. 

It was in connection with the debate on the 
‘Compromise of 1850,” that Mr. Webster 
delivered his famous ‘ Seventh-of-March” 
speech, (March 7, 1850). 

See Lodge’s * Daniel Webster,’ 


“History of 


party,” 


Pp. 301-32. 





The anti-slavery element. 


It was only gradually that this element crys- 
tallized into a separate party. In the presi- 
dential compaigns of 1840 and 1844 nomina- 
tions were made by what was then called 
the ‘‘ Liberty party.”’ In the election of 
1848 these voters were joined by the Free- 
soil section of the Democratic party, the new 
combination bearing the name in this elec- 
tion and that of 1852, of the ‘“ Free-soil 
party.”’ 

[See Lalor’s ‘* Cyclopzdia of political science,” 1 : 4. 

The disintegration of the Whig party was far 
less rapid. Yet the Mexican war policy had 
in 1847-48, been the occasion of a formida- 
ble defection in Massachusetts, the protest- 
ing element being known as the ‘‘Con- 
science whigs.” See Wilson’s ‘‘ Slave 
power,”’ v. 2, ch. 10; also James Russell 
Lowell’s ‘‘ Biglow papers,’’ Ist series. It 
was not until the presidential campaign of 
1856, that the northern Whig element trans- 
ferred most of its strength to the anti- 
slavery nucleus already existing—thus form- 
ing the basis of the modern Republican party. 

See Johnston’s ‘* History of American poli- 
tics,’’ p. 130, 138-39, 148-49, 156, 159, 162, 
167, 294-95. 

For other works dealing with the history of 
the anti-slavery movement during this period, 
see Wilson’s ‘Rise and fall of the slave 
power in America,”’ 2 : 208-461 ; Stephens’s 
‘*Constitutional view of the war between 
the states,” 2: 176-240; James Freeman 
‘**Clarke’s Anti-slavery days ;'’ J. R. Gid- 
dings’s ‘‘ History of the rebellion ;’’ and 


G. W. Julian’s ‘‘ Recollections of twenty | 


’ 


years.’ 
During this administration, also, Mrs. Harriet 
Beecher Stowe’s ‘‘Uncle Tom’s cabin’’ made 
its appearance. 
in 1851-52, (in the columns of a weekly 


newspaper), appearing in book form soon 


after. 


[See the edition of 1878, containing an elaborate biblio- | 


graphical introduction]. 
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Another noteworthy work which made its 
appearance during this administration was 
‘* The slave trade,” by Henry C. Carey, dis- 
cussing the subject from an economic point 
of view. 

G. Territorial and diplomatic transactions. 

During this administration two treaties were 
negotiated with great Britain, (Apr. 19, 1850, 
and Feb. 8, 1853). The latter, (known as 
the ‘*‘ Clayton-Bulwer treaty’), is of interest 
from its taking a position with regard to 
the foreign policy of the United States, 
which was in acertain sense a withdrawal 
from the principles announced in the 
‘Monroe doctrine.” 

See the article on ‘‘ The Monroe doctrine and 
the Isthmian canal,’’ in the Vorth American 
Review, May, 1880, 130 : 499-512. 

Also that on ‘‘ The Monroe doctrine in 1881,” 
by J. A. Kasson, North American Review, 
Dec., 1881, 133 : 525-33. 

Also the annual message of President Arthur, 
Dec. 6, 1881, in which he touches upon the 
desirableness of a “‘ modification of the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty.” 

{| Note.—The text of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty is to be 
found in the volume, ** Treaties and conventions,”’ 
p. 377-80; and that of 1853, relative to claims, at p. 
380-83, of the same volume]. 

H. Social and other features of this administration. 
For statistics of national progress, see the vol- 
umes of the United States census of 1850. 
(The quarto form was for the first time adopted, in the 

publication of the volumes of this census]. 

During this administration Dr. E. K. Kane 
sailed in command of the “ First Grinnell ex- 
pedition’’ to the Arctic regions. See his pub- 
lished account of the-expedition. 

Of Kossuth’s visit to the United States, in 
1851-52, Mr. Sargent gives an unusual and 
decidedly unfavorable representation in his 
‘* Public men and events,” 2 : 381-84. 

Some of the exciting occurrences in Congress 
during this period are graphically described 
by Ben Perley Poore, in his ‘* Reminis- 
cences of Washington,’’ A¢/antic Monthly, 
41 : 240-44, 543-47. 





